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a unit for playing at least the desired video sulxhanncl and/or the desired audio 
sub-channel. 

REMARKS 

Reoonsideration of the patentability of the claims of the instant application, as 
presently constituted, is solicited. Claims 42-43 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being linpatentably obvious over the disclosure of the Lemmon et al (US Patent 
No. 6^66,814) reference in view of the disclosure of tiie Na et al (US Patent No. 
6^66,731) reference. 

Claims 44 and 46 have been rejected under 3S U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpalentably obinous over the disclosure of the Lemmon et al. reference in view of the 
disclosure of the Schein et al (US Patent No. 6,412,110) reference. 

Claims 51 and 52 have been indicated to be allowable over the prior art of record. 

In responise to these rqections, the claims 42-50 have been hereby cancelled. 

Further, dlaims 53-55 arc added hereby. The subject matters of claims 53, 54 and 
55 are substantially the same as the subject matters of the cancelled claims 48, 49 and 50, 
respectively excqpt that they are dependent from claims that have been indicated to be 
allowable. Claim 52 is substantially the same as the combmed subject matter of claim 
42 and allowable claim 47. Therefore, it is believed that no new issue will be raised by 
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the entry of the 'above ameadments, Fiirther, these amendments do not introduce any 
prohibited new matter for the same reasons. » 

For the above reasons, it is believed that, in addition to claims SI and 52 being 
allowable as pointed out in the outstanding action, claims 53 to 55 are also allowable over 
the prior art of record, and thus, the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as set forth in the 
outstanding oSice action should now be wididiawn and all remaining claims indicated to 
be allowable. 

It is pointed out that this response is being filed withm two months of the date 
the outstanding bflBce action was issued. Hierefore, the examiner should act on the 
present submission in sufficient time that no extension of time should be required to 
respond to the outstanding action. Allowance of this api^ication is solicited. 

Respectfiilly subbnitted. 

Intellectual Property Law OflBce of Michael G Gilman 

Mchael G Gilnian^ Attorney for the applicant 
Registration No 1 91 1 4 

The above ^gnature attests to the &ct that the instant response was indeed filed 
by facsimile traikmssion on the date set forOi above. It is acknowledged that the Parent 
and Trademark Office has afiSimed that such transmission has been received cm die date 
set forth above. 
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